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BOOKNOTES
LA W ON THE SCREEN BY AUSTIN SARAT, LAWRENCE DOUGLAS &
MARTHA MERILL UMPHREY, EDS. CALIFORNIA: STANFORD
UNIVERSITY PRESS, 2005. Pp. xi + 264. Index. USD $55.00 cloth.
BY JACK KIM
One of the more recent additions to the legal pantheon of
interdisciplinary mergers is the law and film movement. Law on the Screen
is a collection of essays that explores the relationship between law and film.
The study of law and film can be split into two domains: how law is
treated within film, and how audiences have reacted to films that deal with
the law. The opening three essays examine the first domain under the
subtitle, "Studies in Representation." Orit Kamir in "Cinematic Judgment
and Jurisprudence: A Woman's Memory, Recovery, and Justice in a Post-
Traumatic Society" explores the notion of "cinematic judgment" in the film
Death and the Maiden, and argues how positivist notions of neutrality may
be inept to deal with the yearning for justice in post-traumatic societies.
In "The Racial-Spatial Order and the Law: Devil in a Blue Dress"
Michael J. Shapiro focuses on racial-spatial order within the film. Notably,
he explores the concept of the racial space of Los Angeles from both inside
and outside the film, looking at the black/white spatial dichotomy using such
examples as the "home."
Richard K. Sherwin in "Anti-Oedipus, Lynch: Initiatory Rites and
the Ordeal of Justice" argues that the film work of David Lynch in
Mulholland Drive is a re-enactment of Oedipus' desecration of the founding
rites of law's legitimacy. He explores how this is a reaction to "neo-baroque
law" and an intertwined exploration of the foundations of justice:
knowledge, power, and desire.
The last three essays examine the second domain under the subtitle,
"Studies in Reception." In "Reproducing a Trial: Evidence and its
Assessment in Paradise Lost" Jennifer L. Mnookin tackles several
evidentiary issues discussed within the two Paradise films, especially
problems regarding confession and character evidence and how they play out
under the manipulation of the directors. She also looks at the advocacy
impact the film has had in creating support networks for the so-called "West
Memphis Three."
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Diane Waldman in "A Case for Corrective Criticism" uses A Civil
Action as a case study to criticize the filmmakers' decision to 'eliminate
aspects of actual events and the partial reality that ensues. Criticizing the
way the film was marketed, she examines the actual response to the film,
especially the companies portrayed negatively within it.
In the final essay, "'Everyone Went Wild Over It'," Eric Smoodin
sifts through the mountains of fan mail that Frank Capra received for Mr.
Smith Goes to Washington to gauge reaction to the film. He argues that the
film had a significant pedagogical impact on the audience, teaching a
generation of Americans about law, democracy, and government.
SCIENCE FOR SEGREGATION: RACE, LAW, AND THE CASE AGAINST
BROWN V BOARD OF EDUCATION. BY JOHN P. JACKSON, JR. NEW
YORK: NEW YORK UNIVERSITY PRESS, 2005. Pp. xii + 291. Notes,
bibliography, index. USD $45.00 hardcover.
BY AUDREY NGO-LEE
Science for Segregation is a chronicle of the racist scientific and
philosophical thinking that eventually propelled a group of racial scientists
to assert that Brown v. Board of Education was wrongly decided and to
lobby for it to be overturned. These segregationist scientists propagated a
defensive conspiracy theory that accused "equalitarian" scientists who
occupied senior positions in academic departments at major educational
institutions of suppressing "the truth" about racial science. The racial
scientists argued that if scientific evidence proved that blacks were inferior
to whites, there was incontrovertible proof in favour of maintaining
segregation in the South.
Jackson discusses how the objectivity of law and of science were at
issue in Brown. The segregation scientists relied upon what they believed to
be scientific facts to argue that segregation of whites and blacks in the South
was both necessary and desirable. Science, they argued, was a politically
neutral, investigative field. They criticized the U.S. Supreme Court for
relying upon social science evidence produced by partisan equalitarians to
find that segregation was harmful, and for dismissing the scientific evidence
they had put forth On less than completely impartial grounds.
In chapter 2, Jackson delves into the roots of the conspiracy theory
that pitted the minority racial anthropologists against the so-called "leftist
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